The paper is part of an extended project that focuses on the recuperative memory in post-1989 Romania, especially on the mechanism used to re-appropriate the past. This process includes not only the experiences of those who lived the hard reality of communism in Romania, and implicitly in Eastern Europe, but also those of the second or third generation. As many victims and many of those who directly experienced the communist regime never had the option of writing their memoirs, the oral history is, in this way, one of the main resources of recuperative memory. In Romania the process of coming to terms with the past was initially characterized by political reluctance, thus after the 1989 ideological and political changes the direct testimony was the most used method of presenting and exploring the past traumas. The research proposed here focuses on the role of testimony in reappropriating the past, as we are interested in the development of oral history in Romania, especially concerning the gathering of information dealing with the recent past. Analysing the extent of the oral history studies and the importance of oral testimonies in the Romanian society, this study underlines not only the official, governmental implication but also the collective and individual projects meant to help Romania come to terms with its communist past. An international approach regarding the process of coming to terms with the past it is also offered in the context of comprehensive knowledge of the past.
International Context and Methodological Aspects
After the 1990 political and social changes the memory studies and implicitly the process of coming to terms with the past gained more visibility in Eastern Europe. This process addresses the traumatic events that occurred during the communist regime that dominated Eastern Europe for a long period of time. It involves a wide range of transitional justice mechanisms, as well as "making room" for individual stories of the past, for victims and survivors' narratives. The process of remembrance involves not only the direct testimony of the past, but also the second or third generations' availability to listen and become indirect testifiers of the past. Oral history is, in this way, one of the main resources of recuperative memory. Many victims of the communist regime never had the option of writing their memoirs, thus oral narratives were the only way for them to transmit their stories (Schwab, 2012; Brockhaus, 2012; Reulecke, 2010) . The testimonies not only have to inform others about past atrocities, but also help individuals develop personal recuperative memory, allowing 'the fragments to find the frame of reference' (Laub and Finchelstein, 2010: 56-57) . The testimonies help the victims to reconstruct a narrative of past events and their own historical narrative. For those who suffered deeply during the communist terror, the chance to speak was the key that unlocked their testimonies. By re-enacting the past, they integrated the personal memories of a traumatic past into the collective narrative. At the hearth of the oral history lies the personal and the collective memory. Dominick LaCapra underlines that "memory is the chocolate covered madeleine on which we overdose." (LaCapra, 1998: 14) . Even if it is unreliable and it doesn't guarantee authenticity it is the direct way of accessing the "foreign country" (Lowenthal, 1985) that is our past.
If the second half of the twentieth century brought the development of the oral history domain in Western Europe, the fall of the Iron Curtain represented the landmark for the this area in the postcommunist European society. The European post-communist countries tend to have some common features, as transitional justice mechanisms, lustration laws and various mechanisms of accessing the past through oral histories and life writing. As Alexander von Plato shows in one of his studies we can't speak of the pan-European remembrance culture (Alexander von Plato, 2015: 35) . Each postcommunist society based on its political system developed its own culture of memory. Across Eastern Europe each country concentrated on its own past and traumas and some international alliances were made to bring to light the memories of the past. Such is the case of the IOHA -The International Oral History Association, formally constituted in June 1996 at the IX th International Oral History Conference in Göteborg, Sweden.
The next paragraphs offer some examples pointing out the continuous work of different countries regarding the totalitarian painful past. Some of them are national-centred, others tried to extend their objectives at the transnational level. Mainly the projects analysed here are based on oral history and involve the creation of archives. According to Brown and Davis-Brown an archive is not only the guardian of memory but also the manufacturer.of memory (Brown and Davis-Brown, 1998: 22) .
The Baltic States developed different projects of gathering oral histories concerning the communist past and creating archives dedicated to the recent past. Since 1993 over four thousand life history interviews were conducted, transcribed, digitalized and deposited in the Oral History Archive in Riga.
The purpose of this archive is to contribute to the understanding of the Latvian national identity. In 
Oral Testimonies in Post-1989 Romania
This study aims to introduce Romania in the pan-European image of the communist past. As a former state of the Eastern block and victim of a totalitarian regime, Romania is still at an incipient stage of coming to terms with its own past. Mainly to the lack of political class implication this process of dealing with the past is not fully developed. As part of the recuperative memory process, oral history contributes to the action of coming to terms with the past (Mitroiu, 2016) . past. The second direction presented here is that of the top-down memory approach, when the initiative of gathering the information related to the communist past was mainly a public and institutional one.
Testimonials, research and postmemory
The year 1989 is considered to be the landmark of change in Romania, though not an easy one as the communist past was largely present in the various layers of the Romanian society. After the fall of the communist regime the Romanian society was caught in a denial and forgetful stage as a consequence of the desire of change and political lack of interest for the recent past. Lucia Hossu
Longin directed the first public video documentary centred on the remembrance of the past atrocities (Budeanca, 2007; 2008; 2009; 2011; reunite the stories of political prisoners and their experiences in a pre-communist, communist and post-communist society. As Cosmin Budeanca points out the documents often present only certain aspects of life in prison. For instance we can't exactly know the number of prisoners, aspects of daily life in prison, the behaviour of guards, all the tortures that were implemented and this is where oral history saves the day by bringing to light all those painful memories that help us recreate a genuine image of the communist society. (Budeanca, 2007: 10) . In the scientific research oral history was used as main method for gathering information regarding a specific phenomenon, for example forced collectivization. It was also used as a source for different studies that intend to revive the memory of a specific time, place, and community (e.g. Serbs, Germans, Hungarians, Jews, Gypsies and Romanians). Smaranda Vultur (Vultur, 2000a (Vultur, , 2000b (Vultur, , 2002 (2003), and also the study "Suferinţa nu se dă la fraţi …" Mărturia Lucreţiei Jurj despre rezistenţa anticomunistă din Apuseni (1948 Apuseni ( -1958 , edited by Cornel Jurju and Cosmin Budeanca and published in 2002.
Public initiatives
In 1993 the National Institute for the Study of Totalitarian Regimes (http://www.totalitarism.ro/)
was founded under the aegis of The Romanian Academy. From the start its purpose was to gather, archive, analyse and publish documents related to all aspects of the totalitarian regimes in Romania.
Even though the purpose of the Institute was to analyse all aspects of life, from economic structures, social issues, institutions, to culture, mentalities, repression, resistance, and daily life, the results offer mainly information about the main political and economic agendas of the communist political class.
They also include research that focuses on the main communist leaders whose activities are reviewed in the larger context of Eastern Europe. Unfortunately the Institute has not yet developed an efficient politic of gathering information about the recent past through oral history and testimony of the past.
http: //dx.doi.org/10.15405/epsbs.2016 .09.5 eISSN: 2357 -1330 volumes based on oral histories were also published on the topics of the armed resistance towards communism, the collectivization, and the minorities. The on-line archive of the Institute is rather poor as one would expect to discover more than two audio fragments of interviews digitalized and published on their webpage, buy yet again Romania is just making room for the remembering of its communist past.
Conclusions
Natalia Khanenko-Friesen and Gelinda Grinchenko (2015) have underlined the existence of four different elements of oral history: oral history as pluralization of post-socialist societies, oral history as a political tool, the impact of oral history over the social sciences of the former socialist countries and the oral history's capacity to produce and legitimize new agents of national histories. It is obvious that Romania has not offered sufficient space and resources to the process of coming to terms with the past and to a consistent politics of memory. The oral history based on the testimonials of those affected directly by the injustices of the communist past is part of this process of reckoning with the past wrongs. Even if there are some individual and institutional initiatives focused on the recent past, the lack of a national politics of memory influences directly the results of the research in the field of oral history. The lack of coordination between various topics, institutions, researchers, national projects, political agents, etc. seems to dominate the oral history agenda regarding the exploration of the recent communist past. It is quite possible that these problems will be long forgotten in time, as the field of memory studies and oral history will be developed in Romania in the years to come. But it is also true that in the meantime important information will be lost forever, as the victims, the survivors and the direct witnesses of the communist regime naturally disappear. That is why we militate for a developed politics of memory that requires the involvement of the victims and direct witnesses of the communist past wrongs, historians, memory researchers, political analysts, non-institutional and civic organizations, but also political agents and national and institutional support.
